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Microregionalism is not new. A case can be made, for example, for understanding the late-nineteenth-century creation of the modern German state as the political spillover from multiple and interconnected processes of economic regionalization amongst the hanza (Rorig 1967) . Similarly, in her contribution to this volume, Manoli shows how many of the contemporary features of Black Sea microregionalization repeat similar processes from a pre-state era. More recently, the formal creation of subnational and cross-national growth triangles within the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) has given a renewed impetus to the study of microregionalism (Thambipillai 1998). Informal subnational economic processes of interconnectedness across national borders in Europe (Morata 1997), across the US-Mexican border (Lowenthal and Burgess 1993) , and in the 'region states' of East Asia (Hiroshi Kakazu, Min Tang and Myo Thant 1998) have added to the impetus to carry out sustained research on microregions.
Yet, despite the growing number of formal microregionalist projects, and informal microregionalization processes, microregionalism remains understudied. Perhaps more correctly, while political and economic geographers and urban planners have long recognized the importance of microregionalism, it has yet to receive significant attention in the politics and international relations disciplines. True, a number of good works do assess the causes and significance of individual microregional projects. And some scholars have taken a first step in considering their significance and implications, typically in the relationship between microregions and wider macroregional and/or global processes. 2 Nevertheless, nothing exists which attempts to draw together a number of disparate cases in a theoretically informed way. This volume, then, aims to fill this lacunae in the literature by providing a wide-ranging assessment of a number of different case studies -wide-ranging in terms of both geographic coverage, and in terms of the types of microregionalism assessed.
This book is the third volume in a series that started with Gamble and Payne's Regionalism and World Order (1995) , followed by Hook and Kearns ' Subregionalism and World Order (1999) . In combination, these contributions evaluate three different levels of regional interaction in the modern world: metaphorically, the books have moved from 'higher' to 'lower' levels of regionalism. That is, the first book dealt with regionalist projects promoted by the big powers, such as the European Union (EU), the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), and the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC). It thus took up projects with preferential trading arrangements (the EU) as well as those promoting non-discriminatory practices (APEC). The second book on subregionalism moved down a level to examine those projects promoted by the weaker, non-core states of the global political economy, as illustrated by the Central European Free Trade Association (CEFTA), the Association of Caribbean States (ACS), and the East Asian Economic Caucus (EAEC). The term 'sub' was used here in a sociospatial, rather than simply a spatial, manner. Subregionalism here referred to the fact that these states were seeking to strengthen cooperation and inscribe identities in a more circumscribed space than the 'higher levels' of regionalism discussed in Gamble and Payne. In essence, these subregionalist projects take on their significance within the context of the more embracing regionalist projects and identities promoted by the powerful states.
The present volume focuses on the 'lowest level ' of microregionalism, or what Hook and Kearns (1999) also termed 'sub-subregionalism'. The objective here is to place the study of microregionalism in the context of the analyses proffered in the first two volumes. The underlying assumption is that microregionalism and other forms of regionalism should not be viewed as contending forces. Debates indicate that different regional processes are not contradictory. On the contrary, they are complementary and parallel to each other. Both processes are inter-linked and therefore microregions may contribute to the emergence of a sub-region and viceversa (Rosenau 1995: 26) . As Hettne argues, regionalization serves to strengthen microregions, 'as the geopolitical environment becomes transformed and creates new possible alignments and a direct approach to the world economy for the subnational regions' (Hettne 1999: 15) .
